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A bstract

W e conEcture that neutrino physics m ight correspond to the spontaneous
m agnetisation phase of an Ising-lke spin m odel interaction coupled to neu-
trino chirality which operates at scales close to the Planck m ass. W e argue
that this scenario leads to a sin ple extension of the Standard M odelw ith no
additionalparam eters that dynam ically generates parity violation and sponta—
neous sym m etry breaking for the gauge bosons which couple to the neutrino.
Theneutrinom ass in them odelism 2,=2M where ., istheelectroweak
scaleand M isthe scale of the \spin—spin" Interaction. For the ground state of
the {n odel the free energy density corresponding to the coam ological constant

is * m ,consistent with observation.
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1 Introduction

T he neutrino sector is one of them ost puzzling in particle physics. O nly left-handed

neutrinos participate in weak interactions. R ecent experin ents have revealed oscil-
lations between the three fam ilies of neutrino plus sn all neutrino m asses, w ith the

heaviest neutrinomass 005 &V ,much less than them asses of the charged leptons
and quarks. T he m ass of the lightest neutrino is presently not well constrained al-
though for a nom al hierarchy of neutrino m asses w ith m 4 m, m3 one nds

mq mo 0:008 eV { for recent reviews see Refs.[1, 2, 3, 4, 5]. Possble ex—
planations for the sn all neutrino m ass involve either right-handed sterile neutrinos

(together w ith som e additional \new physics" to suppress the m ass relative to the

charged Jeptons) or M a prana m ass term s w ith local coupling to scalar H iggs elds

using the seesaw m echanian [6]to push the m ass of the right-handed neutrinos to

a very high scale, thus connecting the neutrino sector w ith new physics at much

higherm ass scales.

Tt is interesting to ask whether there m ight be an altemative explanation: Can
we construct a dynam ical m echanisn which yields observed neutrino physics ? Is
there an analogue situation in other branches of physics that one m ight hope to
leam from ?

Here we investigate a possible analogy with the Ising m odel of statistical m e-
chanics and, m ore generally, spin glass. Suppose that we associate the \spins" in
the Ising m odelw ith neutrino chirality and the \Intemal energy per soin" w ith the
neutrino m ass. T he ground state of the Ising m odel exhibits spontaneous m agneti-
sation where all the \spins" line up; the \intemal energy per spin" and the fiee
energy density of the spin system go to zero.

T his obsarvation suggests the possibility that, perhaps, neutrino physics m ight
arise from collective spin m odel phenom ena at a large scale, logarithm ically close
to the Planck m ass. E lectroweak interactions m ight be included as an \in purity"
In themodel: the ! &l process corresponds to a an allbut nite probability for
one of the \gping" to tum o if the Ising Interaction couples jist to neutrinos. The
spontaneous m agnetisation phase then exhibits parity violation as the righthanded
neutrino decouples from the physics. W e argue that it also exhibits spontaneous
breaking of the SU (2) gauge sym m etry coupled to the neutrino. T he neutrino m ass
m in thispicture isexpected tobeabout 2 =2M where ., istheelectroweak scale
and M isthe scale of the spin m odel iInteraction. T he free energy density of the spin
system behaves lke a cosm ological constant and for the low energy spontaneous
m agnetisation phase is 1 m + O (kT ), where kT 00002 &v for the CM B
tem perature of free space.



2 Ising m odeldynam ics

W e rstbrie y outline the basics of the Ising m odel (for review s see [7, 8]) and then
discuss sin ilarities and possible application to neutrino physics. T he Ising m odel
uses a spin Jattice to study ferrom agnetism fora spin system in them alequilbbrium .
A pplications include crystals, Jattice gases and gpin glass. One assigns a \gpin"
(= 1) to each site and Introduces a nearest neighbour \spin-soin" interaction. In
two din ensions the H am iltonian reads

X X
H= J (15 w14+ ige1 i) h it (1)
i7 i7]
Here J is the bond energy and h = B where B denotes any extermal m agnetic
ed and isthemagneticm om ent. (In thispaperwe takeh = B = 0.) One sum s
over the possible spins ;5. Physical observables are calculated through the partition
function

X
7 = exp( H): (2)

i3
Here = 1=kT where k is Boltzm ann’s constant and T is the tem perature; k =
138 102 JK ' = 8%17 10° eV K ! and kT jox = [3868] *eV . W e can
nom alise the energy by adding a constant so that neighbouring parallel spins give
zero contribution. T hen, the only positive contribution to the energy w ill be from
neighbouring dispint spins of 2J and the probability for that willbe exp( 2 J).
O nce a m agnetisation direction is selected, it rem ains stable because of the In nite
num ber of degrees of freedom in the them odynam ic lin it.
T he \intemal energy per spin" corresponding to the Ham iltonian in Eqg.(1) is

K dK * 3 sin?
(J)= 2Jtanh(2 J)+—— d —— (3)
d o 1+ )
w here
2
K = (4)
cosh(2 J)coth(2 J)
and q
= 1 K?si® : (5)

T he \free energy per spin" or free energy density for the system is
Z _ 1 q

1 17> . 2
F( )= — I(2cosh? J)+2— d]nz(l+ 1 K?sh® ) : (6)
0

T he Intermal energy and the free energy are related through

= ( F)

@Q
F+TS (7)



where S is the entropy. The pressure for the spin system isp = F . The Ishg
m odel has a second order phase transition and exhibits spontaneousm agnetisation.
In two din ensions the critical coupling ( J ). is determ ined through the equation
fsinh2( J). = 1lg. Forvalues of ( J) ( J) themagnetisation per spin is M
where

1

M = 1 [shh@ J)]* : (8)

Them agnetisation vanishesfor ( J)< ( J).Inhthelimi J ! 1 ,one nds

(J)= 2J 2Jexp ( 8 J)+ (9)
F= 27+ 3kTexp( 8 J)+ :u: (10)

and
M =1 2exp( 8 J)+ :u: (11)

A s advertised above, the zero-point energy is then renom alised by adding + 2J to
( J)and F (or 20N to the Ham iltonian where N is the num ber of spin sites) so
that the \intemal energy per spin" and free energy density vanish in the ground
state w ith spontaneous m agnetisation: (1 )= 0. In general, the critical coupling
depends on the num ber of dim ensions. For 1, 2, 3 and 4 Euclidean dim ensions the
critical coupling ( J). is1 ,0.441,0.167 and 0.150 respectively.
O ne can extend them odel to spin glasses [9]by Introducing a probability distri-
bution over the param eters of them odel, eg. the bond energies J and them agnetic

m om ents.

3 N eutrinos

How can we construct an analogy w ith neutrinos and particle physics ?

F irst, the Ising—like interaction itselfm ust be non-gauged otherw ise it w illaverage
to zero and there w ill be no spontaneous sym m etry breaking and no spontaneous
m agnetisation (see eg. page 51 of [7]).

Second, it is necessary to set a mass scale for J. If the Ising m odel analogy is
to have connection w ith particle physics it is in portant to note that the coupling
constant for the \spin-spin" interaction is proportionalto them ass scale J . It there—
fore cannot correspond to a renomm alisable interaction suggesting that uctuations
around the scale J occur only near the extram e high-energy or high-tem perature
Iim it of particle physics near the Planck massM . W e consider the e ect of taking
J +M . The combination J is then very large m aking it alm ost certain that, if
the analogy is applicable, the spontaneous m agnetisation phase is the one relevant
to particle physics phenom ena. (Ferm ion generations in particle physics m ight be a
further hint at som e kind of spin related dynam ics at a very high m ass scale.) The



exponential suppression factor e ¢ Y ensures that uctuations associated with the
Ising-like interaction are negliglble, thus preserving renom alisability forall practical
purposes.

M otivated by these observations, suppose we start w ith a gauge theory based on

SU((3) sU(2) U@d) (12)

coupled to quarks and leptons with no chiral dependent couplings and unbroken
lJocal gauge nvariance. W e then tum on the non-gauged Ising interaction coupled
Jjust to the neutrino in the upper com ponent of the SU (2) isodoublet w ith the cou-
pling J M si ews (theQCD,SU(2)weak and QED couplings). It seem s
reasonable that the Ising interaction here exhibits the sam e tw ophase picture w ith
goontaneous m agnetisation. Then, In the symm etric phase where J < ( J ). the
theory is symm etric under exchange of left and right handed neutrino chiralities
and we have unbroken local gauge invariance. In the spontaneous m agnetisation
phase the neutrino vacuum is \spin"-polarised, a choice of chirality ism ade and the
right-handed neutrino decouples from the physics. Parity is spontaneously broken
and the gauge theory coupled to the lgptons becom es

SU (2), U (1) (13)

Tt is reasonable to believe that the SU (2) gauge sym m etry coupled to the neutrino is
now spontaneously broken. To understand how theW and 7° gauge bosonsm ight
acquire m ass, rst consider the issue of con nem ent. Before we tum on the Ising
Interaction we have Q CD quark and gluon con nem ent plus a vector SU (2) gauge
theory w ith electron and neutrino con nem ent. Con nem ent is Intim ately connected
w ith dynam icalchiralsym m etry breaking and the generation ofD iracm ass tem s for
constituent quarks and (at this stage) analogue constituent leptons. (See Ref. [10]
for a recent discussion n QCD ! and Ref. [11]for an overview how this connection
is In plam ented in the phenom enological Bag m odel of con nem ent.) Next tum on
the Ising interaction and go to the spontaneous m agnetisation phase. The right-
handed neutrino decouples from the physics: the scalar chiral condensate for the
neutrino \m elts" and the con ning solution for the neutrino should disappear. T he
lefthanded neutrino w illwant to escape the con nem ent radius w hereas the SU (2)
gauge bosons w ill want to rem ain con ned { in contradiction to the filndam ental
SU (2) symm etry. Som e m odi cation of the propagators m ust happen, viz. m ass
generation for the gauge bosons and the transition from the con nem ent to H iggs
phases of them odel so that the Coulom b force is replaced by a force of nite range

Pure YangM ills theory and Yang-M ills theory coupled to ferm ions are both con ning theories
but them echanian isdi erent foreach. R ecent calculations [10]ofquenched Q CD in the covariant
Landau gauge suggest that if chiral symm etry is restored, then the quark con nem ent solution
disappears.



with nitem ass scale and the issues associated w ith infrared slavery are avoided 2 .
In this scenario experin ental investigations of electroweak sym m etry breaking w ill
be probing fiindam ental properties of strong coupling dynam ics. The W  and z°
gauge bosons which coupl to the neutrino are m assive and the Q ED photon and
QCD glions are m assless.

W hat about the electroweak scale ? Is there anything which stabilises it ? First,
In this scenardo the SU (2) gauge symm etry coupled to the neutrino is dynam ically
broken. Second, dynam ics associated with the Ising \spin" interaction are sup-—
pressed in the spontaneous m agnetisation phase by the exponential factor e ™
where isa nite inverse massscale lke an nverse sn alltem perature factor or
a mass scale typical of laboratory experin ents, suggesting a natural hierarchy of
scales. Further, the enom ous excitation energy for right-handed neutrinos M
ram inds us of the In nite energy required to excite a freequark In QCD because
of con nem ent. The in nite freequark excitation energy com pares w ith the nite
chiralsymm etry breaking scale F 100 M &V .Likew ise, the electrow eak m assscale

250 G &V ismuch less than the right-handed neutrino excitation energy.

W hat about nite neutrino m asses ? W eak interactionsm ean that we have two
basic scales in the problem : J M and the electroweak scale o, Induced by soon-
taneous sym m etry breaking. (R ealistic accessible neutrino kinetic energies w ill be
much less than J M and hence a m inor correction to the totalenergy and H am il-
tonian.) First, m ake the usual assum ption that electroweak symm etry breaking
generates D irac m ass tem s for femm ions which participate in electroweak interac-
tions, eg. as \iIn purities" in the \goin" system . N ext, suppose that we approxim ate
the twophase gpin-m agnetisation system by left-handed and right-handed neutrinos
w ith M a prana m ass term s so that the right-handed neutrino appears only at scales

O (M ) and electrow eak processes contribute a reqular D iracm ass term . T hen the
\intemal energies per spin" read In m atrix form as

n #
0 e

M
e 2M

(14)

wherethe rstrow and rstcolum n refer to the lefthanded states of the neutrino and
the second row and second colum n refer to the right-handed states. D iagonalising
thism atrix forM o gives the light m ass eigenvalue

m 2 =pM (15)

%ﬁer the usual chiral rotation. Substituting the values of the Planck mass M p;
he=Gy 12 1® Gev and the electroweak scale ew 250 G &V into Eq.(15)

°A sin flare ect occurs in 1+ 1 din ensionalgauge theories such as the Schw ingerm odel coupled
to dynam icalferm ions: con nem entgivesway to H iggs phenom ena if the ferm ion m ass is set exactly
to zero [12].



givesm 3  10° &V ,which is plausible for the m ass of the lightest neutrino and
respectable given the sim ple approxin ations used above.

Thematrix n Eq.(14) looks lke the seesaw m echanian result [6]although the
fundam ental physics is quite di erent. Tn the seesaw picture the lefthanded and
right-handed com ponents of a fourstate D irac neutrino are split by M a prana m ass
term s involving coupling to scalar H iggs elds into a pair of two-state M a prana
neutrinos w ith di erent m asses. The m asses of these efthanded light and right-
handed heavy M ajprana neutrinos are related through m §W=M p Where m
is the m ass of the light neutrino and M , is both the \new physics" scale and the
m ass of the heavy neutrino. For a light neutrinomass  0:05 €V this relation gives
M p 16°G eV , which is not so far (on a logarithm ic scale) from the Planck m ass
Mp,= 12 10° GeV.In the twophase picture suggested here the tiny m ass for the
neutrino originates from collective \spin dynam ics" near the P lanck scale instead of
through localY ukawa couplings to elem entary scalarH iggs elds. T he connection to
the seesaw m atrix (14) suggests that, perhaps, the neutrino in this picture should
beM ajprana and therefore have no vector current: its electric charge should vanish.

It is Interesting that the vacuum energy density corresponding to the coam o-
logical constant i 0:002 &V [13]has a sim ilar num erical valie to the range of
possible light neutrino m asses [2], prom pting the question whether related under-
Iying dynam ics m ight be at work ? Tn the Ising m odel the free energy density for
the soin systam (or energy available for work) is related to the intemal energy per
soin through Eq.(7): = Q( F)=Q@ . It follows that F Z=2M + 0 (kT)
where T is the tem perature of the system , which for the present Universe is the
CM B tem perature 2.73K or kT 0:0002 &V . T he free energy density is suppressed
by the \spin dynam ics" which generate the spontanecus m agnetisation and which
\spin"-polarise the neutrino vacuum . The am all nite value re ects the relatively
an all scalar com ponent, ew=2M  Pralarie, o, @ssociated with the electrow eak
and QCD scales which is induced in an otherw ise \spin"-polarised total vacuum ,
viz.

Jjvacuum igean (ew=2M ) jscalar iey g + Jpolarised 1 (16)

E lectroweak and Q CD interactions couple to the scalar condensates associated w ith
the scales o, and 4 whereas the total vacuum In this picture is dom nated by
the \spin"-polarised neutrino com ponent w ith zero free-energy density. W ithout
the \spinpolarissd" com ponent the freeenergy density would be : e - The
positive sign for the free-energy density corresponds to negative pressure.

Tn conclusion, there are clear sim ilarities between neutrino phenom enology and
goontaneous m agnetization in the Ising m odel. This suggests the conpcture that,
perhaps, neutrinos are associated w ith the spontaneous m agnetisation phase of a
Soin m odel interaction which operates at scales close to the Planck mass. The



phase transition associated w ith the spontaneousm agnetisation of neutrino chirality
In the spin systeam would, n tum, lead to parity violation and, we have argued,
also spontaneous breaking of the SU (2) gauge symm etry coupled to the neutrino.
Further, therewould be a rapid drop in the potentialgoveming the e ective neutrino
m ass or \energy per spn" from a value close to M at tem peratures kT M to
a value éw =M 1In the ground state which m ight be connected to the potential
neaded forin ation. T here isno elem entary scalar eld in them odel. It is interesting
that the observed cosn ological constant corresponds to a vacuum energy density :
com parable w ith the expected value of the Iight neutrino m ass. For the spin system
the corresponding free energy density goes as F m + O (kT).
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